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cursory study of the records and papers on the subject will,
I feel sure, convince Your Excellency that the Nizam
intensely disliked even the suggestion of an arrangement in
perpetuity, and that he signed the Treaty of 1853 ^ on the
clearest understanding that the " transfer of possession was
a mere assignment in trust for a particular purpose to
last only so long as that purpose might require to be
maintained/1

The pre-existing and inherent right, however, of the
Nizam to disband the Contingent, which was not the sub-
ject of any Article in a Treaty, at his will and pleasure,
remained unaffected by the Treaty of 1853. There are no
less than six different occasions on record, between 1853
and 1860, showing that the Nizam consistently held himself
entitled to the restoration of the whole of the assigned
districts of the Berars. Then came the Treaty of 1860,
which was supplemental, and did not in any way prejudice
or narrow down the claims of the Hyderabad State to sub-
sequent and complete restoration which my grandfather,
the Nizam Afzal-ud-Dawlah, and my great grandfather had
so strongly cherished. On the contrary Article 6 of this
Treaty expressly refers to the territory, assigned under the
Treaty of 1853, as " held by the British Government in
trust for the payment of the troops of the Hyderabad Con-
tingent " and other minor charges. This was but the sequel
to the action of the Government of India, on the 5th
September, 1860, in officially authorizing the Resident to
communicate to the Nizam that " the alienation of this
part of his Dominions is temporary only and for a special
purpose conducive chiefly to the safety of Hyderabad State
and to the preservation of tranquillity within its limits,"
and that " whenever the districts in question are restored
to the Nizam, His Highness will derive all the future benefit
that may possibly arise from the improvement while under
the management of British officers/*

From this historical survey, it is clear that, from the
circumstances under which the Treaties of 1853 and 1860
came to be concluded, no just inference can be drawn to
support the theory that either the Nizam or the Government